problem of most post-conflict situations, particularly those with international presence. Linked to this provision of physical security, which primarily involves the police and the military, is the proper functioning of the courts and the prison system as well as small arms control.
2. A second plank is ensuring the prevalence of certain norms in the delivery of security, particularly with respect to governance and the rule of law. The key norms of security sector governance are transparency, accountability and professionalism. As an element of accountability, security institutions have to be brought within the realm of the rule of law. Other issues which affect the conditions of governance include representative ethnic composition of security forces, as well as the eradication of clientelism and corruption.
3. Finally, security sector institutions need to perform effectively and efficiently. In many post-war cases there is a need to de-militarise, e.g., to reduce the number and size of armed forces and align military expenditures with economic means.
The measures to attain these objectives of security sector reconstruction and reform can be grouped into three clusters:
1. the disarmament, demobilization, reintegration and transformation of all kinds of armed forces as well as the prosecution of illegally armed non-state players in order to reestablish a state monopoly on the use of justifiable force; 2. the creation of new security sector institutions where none exist, or preventing the reemergence of repressive state security institutions from intervening into politics, economy, and society; 3. the long-term goals of building up accountable, efficient and effective security forces.
To achieve these objectives, actors can use a wide spectrum of instruments, such as (a) strengthening civilian and democratic participation and control ('the primacy of the civil'), (b) reallocating military (material, economic and human) resources for civilian ends ('conversion', 'demilitarization' and control of military spending), (c) reforming military and police institutions to perform specific tasks (professionalization, capacity building), (d) developing an independent judiciary and a humane penal system and (e) undertaking security analyses and creating policy models.
While the security sector reform debate has clearly widened the agenda for reconstruction and reform beyond the military, which earlier was often seen as the only relevant institution, there is no unanimous view as to how far this label should be stretched. A narrow definition of the security sector focuses on the provision of public security, encompassing all organizations and agencies authorised to threaten or use violence in order to protect the state, its citizens or its external environment. A more extensive understanding of the term SSR includes all potential players, institutions, policies and contextual factors affecting security. In this broader version, SSR exemplifies a thrust for good governance, that is transparent, accessible, accountable, efficient, equitable and democratic processes of policy decision-making andimplementation. Accordingly, the concept covers all institutions and elements that in one way or another determine, implement or control the provision of public security or are able to undermine it.
Elements of what is generally regarded as falling under the security sector reform agenda soon also became an issue for peace support operations. 
External and Internal Actors in Security Sector Reform and Reconstuction
In post-conflict situations, security sector reconstruction and reform needs to initially focus on activities aimed at reducing public insecurity and restore the state monopoly on the legitimate use of violence. Priorities for SSR often differ between the early post-conflict period an later democratic consolidation. Early-stage SSR is generally primarily concerned with containing the spread of violence, emergency stabilization, eliminating the remnants of violence (mostly in the form of disarmament and other measure to contain the spread of small arms and light weapons, as well as demobilization and reintegration of combatants), preventing a return to violence, and the formation of basic security agencies. In many cases, the first task actors is reconstruction -or, in the case of new states, construction -of the security sector.
The message of much of the security sector reform literature is that democratic oversight of and control over the security sector is important even in such cases. 8 However, internal partners during this period often are, the former conflict partners, and often not democratically legitimized.
However, the link between democratization, generally pursued as a priory project in post-conflict situations, and security sector reform is complex. In a way, they do not actually infringe on the rights of citizens. 10 Physical security is generally seen as an element of human security. In some definitions of human security it is the core element, in others it is a major element. Broad conceptions of human security have the advantage to bring in important considerations for the shaping of security sector reconstruction and reform, in particular pertaining to its opportunity costs 11 .
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